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and districts best
support the development of young people’s literacy, from birth through the end of high school?
That was the question that drove the creation of the Montana Literacy Plan (MLP) in late 2010.
The next year, Montana was one of only six states to win a competitive federal Striving Readers
grant to fund the implementation of that plan.

Using those funds, the Montana Office of Public Instruction (OPI) implemented the Montana
Striving Readers Project (MSRP) in 43 schools and pre-kindergarten centers across the state.
These schools and centers received subgrants to develop and implement a comprehensive
literacy plan based on the MLP. Schools and centers began their work in January 2012. During
the 2012-2013 school year, at least 10,150 students and 850 teachers and staff members benefited
from the MSRP. This year’s evaluation reports on what the state provided for schools, what
schools did, and examines any impact on student learning.

MSRP STRENGTHS

These include widespread support for the MSRP program and literacy-focused professional
development at the school and district levels. Teachers and aides reported using evidence-based
literacy programs and providing literacy support to students in language arts classes as well as
content area classes, such as science, social studies, and mathematics. Staff members agreed
their schools had systems in place for administering and collecting assessments and analyzing,
distributing, and using student assessment data. These systems included supports for all
students—those reading, writing, and communicating at proficient levels and those that needed
additional support to do so. Furthermore, many teachers also reported providing additional
support to students struggling in those same areas. Finally, pre-kindergarten staff members
almost universally agreed they provided supports to children and families as they transitioned
into the K-12 education system. Many also established partnerships with community
organizations to support literacy outside the school day.

Student Impacts

The ultimate goals of all the work at the state and school level are to

¢ Raise student achievement in reading for all students and students in lower-performing
subgroups

e Decrease the percentage of students dropping out of high school, while increasing the
percentage of students graduating



Student-level outcomes do not consistently reflect the changes in practice occurring at the MSRP
schools.

On most MSRP assessments, students made gains in the percentage of students performing
proficiently.

Elementary school students made consistent gains across all MSRP assessments. Within-
year gains were evidenced on the Istation Indicators of Progress (ISIP)/Dynamic Indictors of
Basic Literacy Skills (DIBELS) and across-year gains were evidenced on the ISIP/DIBELS
and the state reading assessment, the MontCAS (+14, +9, and +2, respectively).

Middle/high school students made gains many, but not all, assessments from one
administration to the next. In spring, a larger percentage of students scored proficient on
the ISIP/DIBELS than did in fall (+5) and significant gains were made in writing from fall
to spring (+0.2). Across years, a smaller proportion of middle/high school students scored
proficient on the ISIP/DIBELS (-2), there was no changed in mean writing scores, but
average college readiness scores (as measured by the ACT) increased from 2011 to 2012
(+2.9). While a smaller proportion of middle school students scored proficient on the
MontCAS in 2013 compared to 2012 (-8), a larger proportion of high school students did
(+3).

Pre-kindergarten students also had mixed success. While 64 percent made significant
gains in their oral language skills from fall 2012 to spring 2013, these gains were not
enough to keep them proficient, as proficiency standards changed over that same time
period. As a result, a significantly smaller percentage of pre-kindergarten students were
proficient on their reading assessment in spring compared to fall (-14). However, from
spring 2012 to spring 2013 a larger proportion of pre-kindergarten students were
proficient (+2). It is important to note that OPI and MSRP preschool center staff members
question the validity of the ISIP for preschool children.

From spring 2012 to spring 2013, most subgroups of students experienced improved student
performance. This was especially true for economically disadvantaged students and American
Indian students. Students eligible for special education services and LEP students had more
variable success.



